
July 7,2004 

-4 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Comnunhtions Commission 
445 12th Sbeef S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E  WC Docket NO, 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Larino and d e r  minority communiues rely upon low-cost relecommunications serviccs to 
acMmplish many every day tasks, f m  looking for ajob or afFordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. Bur pending before the FCC is a prop04 that would inaoduce 
new cbatges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos aud other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state" access charges and other fees w 
certam prepaid d i n g  cnrd services. b y  Latinos, paaiculady those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank Booaunts nnd other means necessary to subscnibe to Id 
telephone service, re[y upon these, p p a i d  d h g  cards to stay conaected at set affordabk rates. 
Students, immigrant3, senior c&mS, and others fsce similar ChallengeS. 

As a rrsult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - withour them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone Savice Raishg tbe price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing m-state charges would amount to a substantial muease in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the u t i l i  of calling cards tu diPshrentagd consumm. AllovVing the large, h l  
telephone companies to collect snch charges, even when &cy do not sell the calling card IO a 
customer, would drive up pr i~e~;  rhus making these &ces substantially less affordable. PleaSe 
look out for umsumers and refuc to impose new mess charges and fees on prepaid calling& 
services. 

a s :  Commissioner Michael COpp6 
commissioner Kathleen Abemallry 
C o d t i o n e s  Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathau Adel& 
Senator 

congressperson 
scnator 6 %%%- 
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July 7,2004 

C& Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and orher minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications semces to 
accomplish mauy every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable bowing to staying in 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending bcforp the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other conGumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applyins “iu-state” access charges and other fess on 
certain prepaid falling Eerd serviecs. Many Latinos, particularly those on tked inwmes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank Bccounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone senice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 

- 
Students, immipmts, senior citizens, and odprs face similar challenges. a 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, many consumem 
could, quite litaal)y, be left without access to telephone Service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least d o r d  price increases. 

hpasing in-state charges would amount to a substantial incnase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
d-ying the utility of calling cards to disadvnntaged consumers. Allowing the large, l o d  
telephone companies to collect mch charges, even when they do not sell the calling c a d  to a 
customer, would drive up prices: thus making these d c e s  substantidly less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fws on prepeid calling card 
services. 

\\. 

Commissioner Kathleen Abmuthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Sonator 
Senator 
conpesspenm & 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chaiman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

t 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part becaw 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fxed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service corns as well. In parlicular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consurncrs can make calls irom payphones or the telephoncs 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other ddily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand np for consumer intcrestJ over coiporate gain by keeping 

'affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households wilh incomes L 

Commissioner Kathleen A G ~ W  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 
I 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
8 445 12th Str- S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minodry communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would intmduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming milliom of 
Latinos and other consumers narionwide. 

I understand tbal the FCC is considering applying “in-state’’ access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Maoy Latinos, particularly rhos on fixed incomes or those 
esurblisbing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay Connected ai set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are rhe only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price ofprepaid 
calling card6 will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

* 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies lo  collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services subsantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling w d  
services. 

-- 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemsthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonarhan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 -- 
Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th streq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino wmmuniQ is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because. 
they save consumers money. 

With @ and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs 85 well. In particular, many low-infome 
households who am on fxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With pspaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of h i l y  members and neighbors. We CESY use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of rhe other daily appoinments that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries o f  such 
charges. The FCC should stand ap for consumer interests Over corporate pin by keeping 
affordable prepaid d n g  cards a priority. 

1 move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 

L 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kalhleen Abemarhy 
Commissioner Kevin Marti0 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streq  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

t 

x 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If YOU 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minotity or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is p.dcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households wirh incomes 
below $20,000 have, used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fwed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone seMce costs as well. la particular, many low-income 
households who are on tixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upw bef.ore 
getting a phone With prepaid curds, c o m e r s  can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ' ' ~o~ec ted"  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 

charges. The FCC should stand up for comsomer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid cnlling cards a priority. 

e 

Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such - 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Cows 
Commksioncr Kathleen Abernalhy 
Comrnjssioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

I Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 

8 new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I undersrand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 

establishing a credit history, bank accounts and o&er means necessary lo subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others fete similar challenges. 

As a resulq prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who cau least afFord price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount lo a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. AUowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card m a 
customer, would drive up prices, thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
s,emces. 

certain prepaid calling card services. Many htinos, particularly those on &ed incomes or those - 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KaU11e.m Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications.Commission 
445 12th s t r e  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost 1elecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to s y i n g  in 
touch with family and fiiendr. But pending before the FCC is a proposal lhat would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying 'in-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing B credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

'- 

4s a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - wahout them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be let3 wilhout access to xclephone service. Raising the price ofprepaid 
calling cards will dircctly h a m  individuals who can least afford price increases. 

a" Imposing in-state charges would amount to a s~~bstantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

customer, would drive up prices; thus making these swvices substantially less affordable. Please 's, 

Sincerely, 

CW: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

I Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chain& Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other hinodry communiljes rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
qccomplish many every day task, from looking for a job or afiordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which w e  depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-sfate"access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit hislow, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are Ihe only option available -without tbem, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left withouf access to telephone service. Raising the price o€prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price incxeases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utilhy of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collcct such'charges, wen when they do not sell tJx calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; rhus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

d 

,* 

8 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

e 

RE: WC Docket No 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-states access charges and other fees on 
cer~rin prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fured incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscnie to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, imrnipaots, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result. prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be. left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 

t 

.T calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvanuged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, wen when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

\ 

CCS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

* Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E W C  Docket No. 03-133 

t 
Chairman Powell 

The FCC should not impose ncw access charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these wds, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino communi@ is particularly sensitive to any price in- for pre-paid calling cards; - 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below %20,000 have used prepaid cards. fie-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. Ln particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixd incomes depend entirety upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credil rating or hcfty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befm 
getting a phone. Wirh prepaid cards, consumers can make calls horn payphoncr or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these catds to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these a d s .  
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
Warges. The FCC should stand up for consumer i n t e r n  over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d n g  cards a priority. 

CCS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen A b e d y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
'Senator 
Congressperson 

. 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

t 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay m touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approxunately 43% of Latho households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. %paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding f m d  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service corn as well. In particular, many low-income 

e households who are on fmad incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becausethey cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for buses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. TheFCC should stand up for consumer interests war corpomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

t 

- 
\ 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michae w opps 

0 Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 

Comrnissjoner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson d 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications ‘Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC.DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiorn looking for a job or affotdable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would innoduw 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationw.de. 

I undersand that the FCC is considering applying “‘in-mite” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid d i n g  card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on iixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
ielephone service, rely upon rhese prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly h a m  individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would mount to a substantial increase in the oost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utiliv of calling cards 10 disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the c a l l i  card ta a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these s w i m  substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 1” 
i 

B 

- 

B 

-ssioner c :  Michael Copp 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

http://nationw.de


07/14/2004 09:lO FAX @IOOZ/Ol3 

I 

July 7, 2004 

A Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th streex, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fecs upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to MY price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use dim.  Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below 520,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 

* they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixd and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

8 

- 
I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. "be FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by kecping 
Nordnble prepaid falling cards P priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissio w Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator & m- 

1 

8 
Congressperson %L &r 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

i RE: WC Dockct No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling a d s .  If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. zcl 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the howholds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixcd and low income consumm hostagc, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid m i c e  because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumere can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

’ I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC wwld k p e  new charges and fees on these curds. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interests over corporpte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

e 

WE: Commissioner Michael COODS 

zs 

Commissioner Kathleen AG:,&Y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and orher minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
,Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state” access charges and other fees on 
twin prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, panicularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit hisbxy, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable ram. 
Students. immigrauts, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

d 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without acce6s to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who cam least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would mount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvanuged consumers. Allowing the. large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

.- 
8. Commissioner Katbleen Abemathy 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stre& S.W. 
klashington, DC 20554 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or afFordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiends. But pendmg before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming, millions of 
Latinos and other consumus nationwide. 

I understand thal the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Lahos,  particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
emblishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe 10 locat 
relephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aiTordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citiins, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, many consumers 
wuld, quite literally, be left without access 10 telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the co5t of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utiliv of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse 10 impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

8 

- 

D 

A -- 
1 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Corn 
Commissioner Kathleen Abirnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marth 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

mOl2/014 - 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost ~elecommunications senices to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for ajob or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "b-staten access charges and other fees on 
r certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or tbose 

establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at ser affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. - 
As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left wirhout access to telephone service. Raising the price ofprepaid 
calling cards will d i r e  harm individuals who can least atford p k e  increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these sewices substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse lo impose new access cbarges and fees on prepaid calling card 

. services. 

rccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcrnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson . 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

e RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Lfyou 
move to increase ~e cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with iucomes 
below $20,000 bave used prepaid card.. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumes money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fbed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they m o t  
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before , getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily ~ppointmentS that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some oftbe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corpomte gain by keeping 

e 

affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 1 

- 
cf Commissioncr Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspemon 

I 
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July I ,  2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Doclcet No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of tbese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the housebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becaw 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not he faced with rising relepbont service costs as well. In panicular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers c m  make calls 6om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid &ling cards a priori~. 

Siucerely, 

t 

- 

/ J u d ; s &  m k . r c 5  

CCS: Commissioner Michael -2t C 
ff 

Commissioner Karhleen Abenmhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
t 445 12th street, S.W. 

@000/014  

d 
RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: ,- 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to mcreaSe the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community iS particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fned incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or h e m  deposit mquixements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls horn payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
iobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would bethe largest beneficiaries of such 

affordnble prepaid calling cards a priority. 

I 

a = '  

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coiporate gnin by keeping \ 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps LJ 
Commissioner Karhleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

I 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

~ 0 0 8 i 0 1 4  ~ 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you win simply drive up the cost for minority or 

* disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in thcu communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximarely 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have uscd prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk priccs already holding fmcd and low income wnsumers hostagc, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone m i c e  costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed inwmes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canuot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily a p p o h e n t r  that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC shoold stand np for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
nffordrble prepaid d i n g  c a r d s  a priority. 

\ 

Sincerely, 
/-- /7 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communicationr Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

I 

B 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calliig cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities. 

The Latino community is particulwly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of L a h o  households use them. Indeed, halfofthe households with incomes 
below S20,OOO have used prepaid cards. Prc-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prkes already holding h c d  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fnred incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 

#meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
geding a phone. With prepaid cards, consumcrs can make calls h r n  payphones or the relephoncs 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ”connected” as we look for 

8 jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimagmable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the ~ t i ~ n ’ ~  largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiark of such 

af€ordable prepaid d n g  csrds a priority. 
charges. The FCC should stand np for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping \ 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

* Congressperson 



07/14/2004 0 8 : 5 3  FAX ~ 0 0 6 / 0 1 4  

I 

Cr 

July I ,  2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th S w e q  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DoCketNO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and f e u  upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or ’ disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is  particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, halfofthe households wirh incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Fie-paid callmg cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
nor be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on f i x e d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they caunot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requiments that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the tclephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “wnnected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmats that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telcphone companies would bethe largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coipornte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid ealling cards a priority. 

L 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KathIeen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sfnet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 I 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: L 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. &-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices alrcady holding fured and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmcd incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 

8 getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would bethe largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer interests Over corporate gain by keeping 

8 

affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. L 

Sincerch., 

ccs: Commissioner khchael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 


